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can alone deserve to be called the Congress policy and should be
implemented as such. The number of those who abide by a
particular policy because it has been adopted by the Congress
should always be small. The Congress cannot be run with the
help of such people. The Congress is like a prop for them;
they can bring no strength to it. Persons with spontaneous faith
can alone be the backbone of the Congress. If the reader under-
takes a survey of organizations functioning in the world, he
will discover that every living organization fulfils this condition.
The reason is obvious. An organization has no soul. It has no
independent existence of its own. The organizers are its soul.
From them it derives its strength. The soul of a prohibition coun-
cil is its crusading members unwaveringly abstaining from liquor.
A council cannot be expected to strengthen the abstention of
members. Assuming, however, that they do not get enough mem-
bers for the council and they have to wind it up, would they
start drinking? Or would they persevere with their efforts by
choosing another region for propagating abstention to the public?
The plain meaning of my suggestion is that we have no desire
to implement boycott by compulsion. Compulsion means vio-
lence. Although our movement entirely eschews force, our
minds and our actions harbour force. The present bitterness bet*
ween Hindus and Muslims is positive evidence of this fact. The
estrangement between Swarajists and No-changers is further evi-
dence of the same thing. A freedom-fighter's first task is to eli-
minate this force. Just as I define compulsion as violence, free-
dom is non-violence. We are afraid of the word non-violence.
We all claim to be lovers of freedom. But we are indifferent to
non-violence or love, which is the source of freedom. I have
noted this fault in us, recognized my duty in the matter and am
trying to explain the issues to the advocates of boycott. If a majo-
rity of members of the Congress do not approve of boycott sponta-
neously, it would be violence for advocates of boycott to retain
control of the Congress.
But whether the advocates of boycott retain control of the
Congress or boycott is suspended in the Congress, in either case
it can never mean that those who have spontaneous faith in
boycott should give it up. In fact, it is by suspending boycott
that we have to ascertain the number of real advocates of boy-
cott. If only a few such advocates are left at the end of the year,
I shall take it as proof of the advisability of withdrawal of boy-
cott by the Congress. If, at the end of the year, all those who
regard themselves as advocates of boycott adhere to their views in